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CLAIMANT

Employer:

lssue: Whether the claimant $ras able to work, available for work
actively seeking work within the meaning of Seetion 4(c)
the law and whether the claimant was unemployed within
meaning of Section 20(1) of the law.

- NOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO COURT _
YOU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FROM THIS DECISION IN ACCOBDANCE WITH THE I.AWS OF MARYLAND. THE APPEAL MAY BETAKEN IN PERSON

OR THROUGH AN ATTORNEY IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CIW, IF YOU RESIDE IN BALTIMORE CITY, OR THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

THE COUNW IN MARYIAND IN WHICH YOU RESIDE.

THE PERIOD FOR F]UNG AN APPEAL EXPIRES AT MIDNIGHT 6N June 25, 1989
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FOR THE CIAIMANT:

-.APPEARANCES-
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEW ON TI{E RECORD

Upon review of the record in this case, the Board of Appeals
reverses the decision of the Hearing Examiner and concludes



that the claimant has been meeting the rgquirements of Section
4(c) of the law since Februaty 12, 1989.'

The claimant testified credibly that she has been seeking work
continuaLly and has worked fu11 time, despite the fact that
she has maintained a flower shop and bakery business in
basement of her home, since April, 1985. when she is not
employed, she increases the hours of her business but when she
obtains fulL-time emplolment, she cuts back her business to
accomodate her job. At the time of the hearing she was working
at a factory from 7:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. She also testifiedthat she was seeking work,. she contacted at least fourprospective employers each week.
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meeting the eligibility requirements ofSection 20(I) the Maryland Unemploymentdisqualification is imposed under -this

The claimant has contj.nually been able,
seeking work within the meaning of Sect
is also not disqualified under Secti
'rseIf -emplol'ment. 'r Setf -emplolmentdisqualification under the unemplolrnent
34-BR-82.
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The Hearing Examiner erroneously 1isted this date asFebruary 12, L988. This was also incorrect because thedetermination at issue disqualified the claimant
beginning February L2, L989.
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